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Our 14%sS 1n ts prez ting, 0 ell yi truth, Luk  Y 55.19 CH 0.2 

Car. 12.4.1: Lute. 21; 3» he fame ; have by St. Dae, At. 1 

34. 3nd by al! tie Saints gathered toge ct*:cr ſpeaking 1h praycr to God, 
AF 4.27, tce alſo. Das. 2+ Ate. 4. ;;. Ana not tits oniy, but 
Goa timfcif aito frequently uing worus for Conhmmation, befides that 
Chriiti> God, Je em, ;1. 15, | have fordy heard Ephraim bemoaring 
aimnſelf, 1,20, | will ſarely have nicrcy upon him, ith the Lord, 
| SaR--30;.5. £8 Wau for thou {hall frcly overtatce them, an. with ore 
ff recon er all, Gen. 2.17. God ma holy and ſpotleſ, jnnocent 
Atam, In the at) thou cateſt therecf, thou ſhalt Carely aye. Gen. 9. F- SUrC=- 
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»o1tthe Scripture 15 full of, Now all tacſe wayes of expreition 
22 of contirmation, and are more than a imptc yea and nay. 
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Quakers themſelves not denyin? ! ve practiing 2:19 at tenting to tacm, 
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neile, God is witni's, I fpeit before God, | cail God for a record 

upo2 my ſoul, My conſcience bears me witneſs, God bat knoweth a!l 
135 k 3zt 1 do not wo: Aniwhether that of Zoſepy beone 

ſuch, By the life of Puaracb ve 0c ſpies, which ſome take to be - 

oath, 


oath, ſome not. 50 when we ſat; A3 [iive, 2nd as the Lerd lives, ind 1 
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ers. | Ii fe 2. 10, Ve arewirnepcs, ard God alſo. > Cor. 11. 10, A. the 
truth of Chre/t ir 1 y1e. Go), 1 "= the 1 | +4;"0 
you, bebelt, be\ore Ged, ] lie not. 1 Tim. 5. -t. 2 Tow «4-1 
C:14r ge tueebefore Gol, arid the Lord feſris Cori, aid we elect Anely. 
Rom. 9. 1. / ſay therruth an Chriſt 1 lie xo " My Cor! CbCiice 2 BI gl 
me witneſs inthe Holy Gizt?, 
4. The laft ard tipheſt meaſure cf confirmation 191 mech 15 21 520 

vhich regulaily {houtd not be uſed where a leler mezfiire of contin 
mation will ferve. Heb. 6. 15. Ten vers's wen by the rnycater, and a1 


oath for confirmation 15 ts tient indid of al rite. An cath ene os fo 
contirmation,and Certiuration, "i Nu1t1Sd COnmuenation oy tenluneny 
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appeal to Ged as Ju.ive of _ ftty by fpecch ang uſe of re congri 
not that ] exclude e from | ſwearing, \uc!t us cannot ſmear, I mzy ſwear ty 
writing and external ſigns and indications known and fo taken to 
that arent; but ſ'v cating D\ \ ſpeech! Is Mot commons, and 15 aa eng ping 
of the credit and veracity of t;m that ſweareth for thetry wh of wnat 
ſworn. So that an oath hath place but ta ſich things as Cepend vpon 
teſtimony, and the ſpeakers cred! t 27241 0:36 wk and 15 not ro be wie 
1n things purely ſcien: al and provible by diinonfiration, 

There is imprinted 1a the hearts of all men oy nature a n9:10n or _ 
that there 154 God,o te leſs depraved that natural reaſon 15,the clearcy 
and ffronger i5 this belief: ang propurttonable to this DEGus therc 15 11, alt 
nerſons Religion, \ which 1s noting but an act of tlie heart 07 Practica] 


mind correſpondent to the con: ng & beef that js inthe judginent, 
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tabie to the ſupream and ſoveraign being, Tdoliters, Patiims and falſe 
worlhippers believe a Deity an. worthip hun, tho. g1 corrup'ly and 
[dolatroully « they concoit it 13 21: nt pleaſing t t Cri, and fy dog it 
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therclore Je nor. worſhip him accle nt. W.-H. 1 
Tre tn17s Wilts) tre Qeitries facrijuce, tory [acvifice to Div ils id noe 
19 Ut. 


Now 56 cflimation and-reverence of -an oatn 15 rokca from the 
Eft: "na1irecverecce Winich all the worid hath of 34:ntlt tis called Gol, 
th n and 190110 Majeſty, whom the Heitheins 4 joan: to cal 

oe Imus 1.1xX14117. for tlic opiturc of man will vor fiitiir tf» there the 
be no Go. Aud ſun power hata Reugion 1a. all miant.nl ly the nn, 
eraven principles of gout ans evilin our minds by nature, that weace 
Count him a ma \ſter 31140, 8 17 that ſhall den) the buiag of Gad : and 


Xt to him, or as 11} or Worte, 49 We 2cconunt mm tz apunawiedeme 
the betag of God,goti not a abiore and reverence and v. mp! him cithe! 
truly or corruptly. For ali propic wil wats every onc in the n2ne of kis 
God, 1s..:.5. Hein ſoins fort a wi — Araciit that betteving a Ocity, 
doth not at all woilſhiy or honour hin ty Pict: y Or Reitz:on, l lence both 
the original and reverence of oats 1s = accd, all the world belicvino a 

God, Saccounti:: ia Nig 10n 20 00 the tigheſt &n:oft ſacred thing in tis 
WW orld, and ſxea:112 to be ſome v #4 Or other an act of Relivion, not ſ0 
natural and cl ſent; © 5 OMe Parts 1 nd pieces of Religion, hut ver a Par 
of Religion, an riiily conmncd wither and reckoned to it, And 1s 
might bc CVLUCTICE | bY 4 pw ( PuUments from SCTIPEL V% reaſon, und 
human aut! writy, 40.64 tHe UNanmmNyits (it "ec of 2} v1 1 "1s, 4nd al trch 
as have been wo thinners of Go.1, wnerher trol or corrt at 1th. 
confine my {cif to ar umn; from Sripince, ard RI | 
thing it ſclt. 

1. It appears from Scripiume that fiorting is acres or a PiCccc 
ingredient 1 in Rein, Dent, GC. 1! CO What fear tre Lord thy God, aiict 
ſerve him, and fox we. by bis nwit. Tic ſaint 1s ee vith ad- 
vantage, Dent. io 25. 7row jhilt ter the Lord thy Gol, tim (halt tho 
fervs, ani to him ſnait tha cle, and [wear by ms 12.2516, {[.:. 19. iS. Int 
t1.4t a) (1.4 4.l fruc ORE 6-0 es [2214 { Esype pe.ikh the l.ocurage of Canaan, 
and ſwear tothe Lord of by Fe iſe 45.3. 1 have "worn by ny felf, tne 
Wir 35 0O9ne Out! cf ”y Wagltci) 171 gt 1446 nc| . anda ih il 170t "0: th.it 11+ 
1G me every r; zee (þ !l bow, ever) one al ſwear, compared with Phs!, 2. 
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10,11,and Rom. 14. i 1. Inallthcſe places it is eviacnt, that ſwearing iq 
accounted an act of Reiigion,and as it 1s uſual in other caſes by a figure 
of ſpeech tocxprels the whole by a part,ſo the Scripture taking wearing 
to be a ſacred thing, and a part of Religion, under tiuis name comprehen- 
deth the entire Religion and Service of the true GoJ. Ani LCNCe, Zeph, 'P 
5. Tore Lora threatens them that wo-ſhip the hoſt of heaven upon the houſe 
tops, and them th.ut worſlnp, and th. ſwear by the Lord, and by Atalcham. 
And If. 16, 1, They ore blamed which ſwear by the Name of the Lord, 
and make mentvon of the Go! of Iſrael, but not intruth. Anil hitherto tend 
all thole Scriptures Witch do Hmit and appropriate ſwearirg to the 
name of God, /ſz 65.1%, He tht ſweareth ſha'l [wer by the God of 
truth, as he that bleſſet himſelf im tie earth, ſhall bleſſe bins{elf in the God 
of trmh}. 7of.2 2.55, le ſhall net come amon? tweſe nations, nor make ment: - 
on of the name of their Gods, nor cauſe to ſwear by them, neither ſerre 
them, nor b5w your ſrlvrs ro them: but cleave unto the Lord your Go3. 
Jerem, 12.16. It (hull come to paſſe if they will dilzgently learn the wayes of 
my people, to ſwear by wy name, the Lord liver (as they taught my peop/e 
fo [wear by Bal) t1067 (hull they be biult 12 the mids of 2 y peopre. Hence 
it was the practice ct luclaters to ſwear by re nzwe of the Idols, Amos 
$.- 14. 

2, Itis apparcnt by reaſon, 2nd by cvidence from the thing it ſoIFf. 
For what is an oath? | ſwear by Ged, I c:il God for a iccord upon 
my ſoul, I belicve that God is a:l-ſecing,neart-ſcarchivg, molt truc,mott 
good, and Almighty, the rewarder uf al! tryti and uprightnels, and tlic 
revenger ef al} fa!lt19d, decor, and corunage 5 and if thhs tinng which [ 
ſay and ſwear by his name be not trac, 11 1 fall not perform The thing, 
which | promiſe it | Le not in all points true Efincere ja this my vath C 
aſteveration before the Lord, then jet ine have no portion in God, the 
let the truc and righicovs Goa cet with m2 as a deceiver anc cxecnic 
revenge upon me accor tiny tomy ceſert for lelthood in ſweating, Tus 
is an oath, out of wh icli iis evident that it 154 ſacred thing, ard doth 
conſticute a port cf Retivien, or mult neariy pertaineth roi. For, 

I. It doth coma'n on ack noledoment of Gods ſoveraionty and of 
all his Artribiitns, Di nt 16 vertinialy an ackrowledeoment of the 
ſupremacy of C5 {.25 atv of it ommſliencyommpreſence, omm pen 
cy, holineſie, veriuiy and nitice, Heb. 6. 16. For men wirily [wear by 
the oveater; a1 (trot re hen God matlzes promiſe, becauſe he can 
[weur by no Orrater, be [wears by 111 if, <3 e 

2, Every cath ., vertually a prayer or imprecation, which is an act 0 
| wor{hin 
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worſhip and honouring of God by adoration, caliing upon his 
name. And we find Jonatnan, when he wor! put the matter ou: 
of doubt to D.ivid by oath, he doth folemnly invoke Gad topo. 
ther with his oath , and yoines imprecaiton with ſwearing , GUt- 
reCting his matter to 'David even when he Caile.t upon God, 1 Cam. 
20,12, 1;. In ſwearing we do virtuaily impreczte Gous veil ge2nce 
upon ſoul and body, and all we have an.) are, it what we ſwear be nut 
true, which is a moſt ſolemn anc dreautul thing, 

3. In every oath there 15 virtuaily an appea! to God, as to the 
ſupre-melſt Judge, and an atteitation of Goa as preſent to thetruth of 


be moſt cruc and truth it ſelf, and it canigot be that neinouli attcil or bca24 
witnefle to any untruth or fallity, we do therefore vouch Fim for cut 
witneſle; as who would fay, if God himſclt were pleaſed to tpeat, ce 
would bear me witneſle that I ſay truth, You will all truſt Gol; «* 
God ſhould ſav it, you would believe it; as much as in me lyes I vou!ct1 
the moſt true God for teſtimony to my words. So tiat in the intent of 
him that ſwears, if the thing ſworn be not truc, God hunſeif thould 
be guilty of lying and perjury, becauſe I doin cftct make him my 
compurgator, and the ſame for ſubſtance as if God 1imlelt had pro- 
reſted what I had affirmed. And there heing no higher Appeal than 


to God, hence it is that an Qath for confirmation 15 to men an end of 


all ſtrife, Heb. 6. 16, Not that de event it doth always fo fall our, 
thatan Oath ends all ſuit and ſtrife: For we ſomeciines fee the con- 
trary; and ſome are of ſuch profligate conſciences that we will hardly 
truſt them upon their Oaths. Put de in/t:tuto &+ de fine res, an Oath 
11 matters Teſtimonial and pertaining ro Witneſs-bearing 15s the high- 
eft proof and confirmation that can be amongſt men, z<nd al! are to 
rclt in this deciſion, referring the further 'ryal of it to the Judicature 
of Ged the ſupreme Judge; ſaving that where it can be made out 
that the party hath committed Perjiiry, enquiry may be made, and 
being proved and convicted his Oath and teſtimony is to be made void, 
and whatſoever dependeth thercon is ty be annulled and carncellea, 
And hence [ think | may with ſome probability averr an ffi: m, tl:at 
oaly in Heaven ſearing is totu!ly uſclfs, there is no vet of cny 
Q@2t} at all there, becauſe the Saints and Angels be perfectly an ace. 


quately perfect with the perſection of a Creature, and they cannot 
I'0 
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wo 82 
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ſin, nor can they in the leaſt doubt of Gods everlaſting love and thei; 
continvance 3n that bleſlcd eſtate to all eternity. They can have no 
diſtruſt at all, nor do they necd any Oath or Aſleveration or means oi | 
ſccurity and confirmation from God to them, or fromthem to God, k 
cr tov each other. Gods Word and Oathrecorded in the Scripture, as jþ 
tothe matter of it, 1emains everlaſtingly to be fulfiled, and the con- 
tinuance of the bleiſed Angels and gloritied Saints in glory is ſounded | 
upon the \crity and immutability of Gods promiflory word, and fo 
far there 1s faith in Heaven, and the glorified Spirits live by Faith. 
B1:: this Faith 1s their perfeCiion, and itis a Faith withour all imperfe- 
Ction ; aifo Eternity is a kind of unam continuum nc, it is not inea- i 
ſured by time, the everlaſting continuance of the blcſled Spirits in glo- | 
ry is as a thing always preſent and exiſtent to them, they are as ſure | 
of it as if they ſaw it, there is no proper ſucceſſion and meaſuring of i; 
hours and time 12 Eternity, there is thercfore no uſe at all for an Oath l; 
there, becauſe an Oath is for confirmation, whereas they in Heaven 
arc in the fulleſt fruition of glory, and their fruition it ſelf is higheſt and | 
pureſt confirmation. | 
But ever ſince the creation of man upon carth there hath been place 
for an Oath, or folemn denunciation. For even in Paradiſe it ſelf, and 
while man was innocent and unfallen, the Lord was plcaſcd to ſwear 
tohim, or confirm him his word to him by more than a bare and fim- 
ple commination. For thus we read, Ger. 2.17. Of the tree of know- 
ledge of good and evil, thou ſhalt not eat of it : For in the aay that thou 
eateſt thereof thou ſhalt ſurely dye. The words in the Original are, Dy- 
ing thou ſhalt aye, which is an Hebraiſm or Phraſe proper to that Lan- 
euige, and importeth a degree of ſpeech more than bare yea and ay, 
or promiſing and threatning, and therefore is by our Tranllators ren- 
Cred thou (halt /urc'y aye. And that which induceth me the more to 
this obſervation, is the form of Oath which God uſed to Abra- 
ham, ſet do'vn Gen. 22. 16, 17. repeated Heb. 6. 1.1, 15. where | 
God 15 ſaid to ſwear by himſelf, and the very {51m or manner of the x 
Oath is expreſicd, the Lord ſware by himſelf, ſaying, Bleſſing 1 will j 
bleſs thee; which ſeems to be the ſame manner of ſpeech with Gen, 2. i 
17. Dyino r914 ſalt dye, and fo by compariſon of places it ſeems : 
be if not an Oath yct a ſviemn denunciation, like to that in 1 Sew.9.9, . 
[It may be you will object and ſay, That the Lords promiſing is S | 
ſwcarine, and that when the Scripture relateth of God as ſwearing, 
it meancth no more but his bare word, and no Oath, becauſe ſay ſome 
(ods 
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Gods Word or Promiſe is all one with his Oath. This I find among the 
Citations alledged by the Quakers in their Treatiſe of Oatiis, pag, 
137, 139. 

To which I anſwer, That this may; by no means be admitted withe 
out manifeſt wrong to the Scriptures, and great ab{utuity in Reaſon, 
It 1s certain that Sod hath neither mouth ror tovgue; wicn he ſpeake 
cth, it is by a formed voice and words : He hiinſcit is a2 incomprehen- 
ſible Eflence and Perfection, and words do not agice tv him, And 
thereforc when he ſpeaketh,it is by a created voice, and by inſtruments 
and means formed thereunto; and as he ſpeaicy by mans Voice, ſo alſo 
in mans language. And to ſay that Gois baie word or l1inple promiſe 
in Scripture is his Oath, is againſt SCriptuic It ſelf, Hb. 7.21. The 
Prieſts under the Law were made without an O th, but Jeſus Chriſt 
with an Oath, by him that ſaid wnto him, The Lird ſware and will nt 
repent. And the Scripturc 5 clearly ck. gy {11 be; y ay Golds pro- 
miſc ard his Oath, Heb. 6.17,18 God w ling more :bundant'y to ſhew 
unto the heirs of promiſe hos cbultty of 4.15 Con: ,. confirmed it by an 
Oath : That by two immutable things, i wh ut was imp/jſible for God to 
lye, we might have a ſtrong conſolation. ]iicie 10 mmutable th 1ngs 
are Gods promite and his Oath; they are two and not one: the 
Lord would not content himſelf to give his Saints a Promiſe only, but 
for their more abundant conſolation ccn api it with an Oath: all 
which conſidercd with the contcxt do prove that Gous Oath an1 his 
1mple Promiſe are two diſtinct things. 1] Wo SCiip:urc avoundcech with 
Promiſcs and Threatnings of Gui), but Guus (w'eaiic ” 5 more rare, For 
once ſwearing there are many and miltitudes vi promtes, By my (ef 
have I ſworn, ſaith the Lord, Gen.22.1 6, Heo,n.1 2,17 116.5 21. Pal, 
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but Gods bare and ſimple word, promiſe or t3rea:ning, 1s ether to 
ſay that there is no difference betwea ſwear: 1 and bare p23; 
afiirmiag, or that Scripture ſpeaketh not conf.nantly to it folf, i.e 
in the common ſenſe and underſtanding of ail mea, and bearc::! 
us in hand with a falſity when it telleth us ſo often cf Gods "ERNI 4-4 
I believe that the Scripture mcancth as it ſaith, and would ave " 
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[9] 
all ſo to believe, and not to impoſe a meaning upon Scripture both faiſc 
and abſurd. Andif any ſhall ask how can God ſwear? by the ſame 
way that he can ſpeak, and ſimply afhtirm and deny, promiſe or threat- 
en, and both alike. Up and down the Scripture we tind God ſpeaking 
to us after the manner of men, and ſo we mult interpret and under- 
ſtand, uſing all wayes of expreſſion, moſt frequently ſimple promiſing 
and threatning, oftentimes ſurely, and other forms of contirmation, 
and morerarely oathes and ſwearing, condeſcending to ſpeak to us 
men in our own language. 

And this is my firſt argument for the lawfulneſs of an oath, Gods 
own example of ſwearing for more ſecurity and confirmation, And it 
ſcems to be a very ſtrong argument. Forifthe Lord moſt wiſe and 
good ſeeit meet to ſwear to man, and conceive it a ſuitable expedient 
for mans Yebility and weakneſs, and acrutch or ftay to his faith : 
how much more may there be required an oath from men? It is impoſſi. 
ble that God ſhould lye or deceive. If he make but the moſt ſimple and 
naked promiſcor threatning,that is enough for his Majeſty : he is truth 
and faithfulneſs and juſtice and goodneſlc it ſelf, and he cannot in the 
leaſt be moved from performing what he ſayes, yct he ſees it conveni- 
ent and profitable for mans help to confirm his word by oath, As I live, 
I ſwear by my holinefle, by my excellencie, by my great name, 1 
ſwear by my ſelf, which is to ſay, Let me beno God, let mc have no 
truth, no holineſle, or excellency in me,let me be challenged for a falſe 
God,and no credit at all given to me,if | ſhall not make good my word, 
and perform what | ſay, It is of his goodneſſe and ſupecrabundant rich 
grace, that the Lord makes unto us promiſes; and it is yet from the 
more abundance of his grace that he confirms it with an oath ; and as 
the Lord would not doe it if there were not cauſe ; ſo being done, it 
gives us to underſtand that an oath as ſuch is not ſimply evil. For then 
ir would be unbeſceming his holineſs and infinite glory. If it were 
alrogether ſinful to ſwear, how could the Lord ſwear ? It is evident 
that an oath hath its reaſon and foundation in nature, and doth ſuppoſe 
ſome-preexiſtent reaſon on our behalf, and therefore for our confirmati- 
on the Lord ſweareth, that there might be no room at all left for doubt- 
ing. For if we will not truſt God vpon his oath, we will not truſt him 
indeed, we are moſt incredulous wretches, and do in cffte&t proclaim 
God to be alyar, ſuch a one as is not to be truſted, 1 Johy 1. 10, 

Perhaps you may object, there may be ſome ground or colour for 


an oath lince the fall, becauſe of the great depravedneſs of our natures, 
GC and 


[10] 
and groſs unbelicf and hardnelis of heart: but Azam was perfect, 
and ſo there could be no ule of an oath to him. 
| do anſwer, that Adam had in ſome ſort imperfcftion in him, but 
he had no culpable imperfection in him, He was created ſinleſs, but 
not ſo free from falling into fingbut that he might(as afterwards he 91d) 
fall into ſinz now as God ſaw it meet to give hima law to obſerve, 
and to back that law by a threatninrg, ſv he might ſee it convenient for 
Adams good and for more ſecurity and- confirmation belices the bare 
and {imple threatning to uſe an aſſeveration or ſolemn denunciation for 
more ſecurity and certioration. Syrely if thou eat of thi; tree thou ſball dye. 
Take hecd to thy ſelf,thou art not ſo beyond all poſlibility of falling,but 
that it is poſſible for thee to ſin, and if thou do at all lin, Fers/y rhou ſhalt 
dye, Surely | will not ſpare to puniſh thee. | do not contend that the words 
fet down Gen. 2. 17.arcanoath; and Ithinkit beyonqall doubt 
that they arc more than a ſimple or naked threatning. And that's a 
a degree towards an oath. This was in Paraciſe, during mans eſtate 
of innocency : ſo that God is our chief pattern for ſwearing, and his 
example is a chief warrant, and it is apparently grounded in reaſon : 
and therefore | may warrantably ſay by way of Antitheſis to IV, Pen, 
Treatiſe of oaths, P. 12. AManente retione legis, manet & lex. The fiſt 
oath, aſſeveration or proteſtation being upon reaſon and preexiſtent 
grounds, where there are the ſame grounds and reaſons there is the 
ſame uſe ofan oath, And 4 majors ad minus valet argumentum affir- 
mative,if there was uſe for an oath,aſleveration,or ſolemn denunciation 
in Paradiſe during the ſtate of innocency,and that for more ſecurity and 
confirmation to Adam; much more do fallen ſinners necd the oath 
of God for the help of our faith, Andif we need the oath of God, Co 
we not necd the oath of man? or can it be that we can be more con- 
hdentin man than in God? If an oath be any means of confirmation 
m its own nature and right uſe, as hath been evidenced that ir is, and 
as the example of God, and conſtant uſe of all nations doth witneſs , 
then there can be no reaſon for the utter aboliſhment of oaths, while 
mankind is ſo impotent and defective as to need all ſuch helps and 
wayes as do any thing conduce to the ſettlement and confirmation 
of humane belief and perſwaſion whether towards God, or towards 
one another, in things teſtimonial and credential, ſuch as are not 
capable of confirmation any other way, ſave by teſtimony and 
affirmation on his part that ſpeaketh or aſſureth, and belief or giving 
credit by him that is to be aſſured, | 
Aiſo 


[11] 
Alſo it may be noted out of the Scriptures of truth, that God him. 
ſelf ſwore to Jeſus Chriſt, The Lord hath ſworn and will not repent, Thon 
art a prieſt for ever after the order of Melchiſedech, Pſal. 110. 4. compar 
cd with Heb. 7.16, 17,18, 19,20,21,22, Where a compariſon is made 
of the Pricſthood of Chriſt, and the Prieſthood under the law, and the 
preeminence is given to Chriſt; and this among the reſt is added 35 
a note of excellency in the Prieſthood of Chriſt which was not under 
the law, that Chritt was made Prieſt with an oath, and the oath is (ct 
down,God the Father ſpeaking and ſwearing to Chriſt, thor art a Prieſt 
for ever. \nd hence the Scripture doth gather and make obſcrvationtha 
the Prieſthood of Chriſt, and conſequently the Goſpel Covenant and 
diſpenſation was far more excellent and perfect than that of the Law. 
And we arc taught, Heb. G6. 17,18. That Gods oath to the Heirs cf 
promiſe was for confirmation ſake, and Jeſus Chriſt is the heir of all 
things, Heb. 1, 2, And it is agreed upon by all Divines that there was 
a peculiar covenant or tranſaction between God the Father and Jeſus 
Chriſt the mediator and Saviour of the world, diſtin from all other 
Covenants between God and man, and between Chriſt the mediztor 
and man. And the Scripture would not that this Covenant ſhould be 
wanting in excellencie and compleatneſs, but to be above the cove- 
nant of Afoſes and the Levitical Prieſthood and adminiſtration of old, 
and therefore the Lord added an oath to the Covenant and Prieſthood 
of Chriſt, which was not in the other, Now this doth betoken ana 
infer, 1. That an oath from God 1s a mark of glory and cxcellency, 
and did confer ſpecial dignicy upon Chriſt and his Prieſthood, 2. 
That even in the prieſthood of Chriſt there was uſe for an oath, ard 
that for confirmation. For I take that to be an end or reaſon com- 
mon to all ozths to be for confirmation, 7 have ſworn and will not re- 
pent, Thou art a prieſt for ever after the order of Melchiſedech. You will 
ask, to whom doth God intend and Cirect this oath for confirmat!- 
on f Andit is evident that the words arc immediately ard firſtly ci- 
rected to Jeſus Chriſt, God ſpeaks to him, I have ſworn, and will not re- 
pent, Thou art @ Prieſt for ever. If any ſhall further queſtion, what need. 
cth Jeſus Chriſt any confirmation beſides his conſecration to the 
office of Mediator, his extreordinary unCftion, and Gods word of 
promiſe, 2n4 the wonderfnt hypoſtattcal union of the two natures in 
the perſon of the Sonof God ? what needed an Oath ? It was not for 
him but for others, the Keirs of promiſe,that this was added for confir- 
mation. Jeſus Chii!t was impeccable,and had no defect at al!,nor could 
in the leaſt doubr of Gods verity, and ſo there could be no uſe of an 
Oath as to him. C2 | ſha#l 
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I ſhall anſwer, but with ſubmiſſon to others, and liberty of chang- 
ing my mind, upon further ſtudy and enquiry, if need be. It was 
his own voluntary humility and condeſceniion to mankind, together 
with his Fathers will and impoſition, that he became man, and took 
upon him the finleſs frailties of man, and became ſo near to us in all 
things, fiv excepted. And can you ſay it argues any morc imperfeCti- 
on on Chriſts part, that God ſhould confirm his Prieſthood with an 
Oath, than that an Angel from Heaven ſhould be ſent to itrengthen 
him? Lake 22. 43. or that he ſhould pray with ſtrong crying and tears, 
and pray whole nights together, and be ignorant as man when the day 
of Jadgment is ? All theſe do argue that he was a man, and he could 
rot be 1 man but he muſt necds have humane imperfections, but none 
tiatare in the leaſt ſinful, nor many of thoſe imperfections which be 
2 Us, an\ yet are not ſinful neither, Had tier © been no lin, naked- 
cls and innoccncy had been tae beſt Covering ar 1 Garment: It will 
not therefore follow, that becauſe Jeſus Chriſt wore Garments, that 
he was not altogether innocent. Baptiſm and Circumciſion in the 
ordinary ſubjects and reccivers did betoken filthineſs and impurity : 
Eut it will not thence follow, that Chriſt had any impurity or {in be- 
cauſe he was Circumciſed and baptized, For it was his own volun- 
tary ſubmiſſion, in concurrence with his Fathers wil], which made 
thoſe Commands at all requiſite and neceſſary to him. 

So concerning this matter of \wearing, the Lord might confirm his 
Covenant to Chriſt by Oath, and thiz not be needlcſs or ſuperfluous, 
nor yet Chriſt be imperfect, For the addition of an Oath is but in the 
predicament or ſeries of mcans, and Chriſt hereby as in other things 
might be an example to us, of giving juſt regard and eſtecm to ai! 
means of Gods appointment, and to ſtoop our wiſdom to the wil. 
dom of God 1. And if the Lord ſhall ſay to Chriſt, ] do make thee the 
Soveraign Pricſt and Saviour of the world, and for cxccllcacy tothee 
and thy miniſtration, and for the fulncſs and plerophory of confi. 
mation, and to teſtihe my abundant love to thee and delight in thee, 
and the verity and immutability of my counſel, and for thine excec- 
ding joy ard ſupport in all thy undertaken work, as allo for the be- 
nefit and conſolation of all thy Members the Heirs of Promiſe, I do 
confirm thy Prieſthood by my Oath, and ſwear to thee ; If the Lord 
I ſay do thus, it bchoves us to think that this is with good reaſon, 
and that an Oath may be uſcful to certain ends and intents, where the 
party ſworn to is altogether ſpotleſs and innocent. Jeſus Chriſt did 

not 
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not think himſe:f to Le ahove any means of Gods appointment and 
impoſition, IWiſaew. #5 juſtsfied of all ber Children. And Chriſt being 
the moſt abſolute Pattein and Child of Wiſdom did well approve and 
jiſtifie the Lord 44 aun ng an Oath, and thereby confirming to him his 
| Pricſthood, and the glory thereon depending for ever. All which 

\ makcs for the uſe 2nd reverence of an Oath, 

F Gbjett. Some my ſay, Becauſe God tin Scripture hath Frequently 
ſworn, may we therefore? ay we make God our Example in all things, 
and imitate Ged in every thing he doth ? 

An/w. We are commanded in Scripture, Be ye holy, for 1 am ho- 
ly: and, Be ye perfett as your heavenly Father is perfett, We are not 
to imitate God in ſuch things as are incommunicabtle, and proper to 
God alone, as to make the world, to give Laws to the world, or. to 
do things miraculous utterly above the power of Nature: We may 
not uſurp the place nd authority of Gov, and attempt to be equal 
with him in any thing. But in ſuch things as God doth commarc, 
and propoſe uzto us to imitate him in, as in the detcſtation and 
ſhunning of Vice, and 1a the practice of Vertue, ſuch things we may 
and muſt imitate God in, as in holineſs, uprightneſs, juitice, good- 
nefs, truth, equity, innocency, and the like, Now ſwearing 1s one 
of thoſe things in which we may imitate God, and Geds practice 
herein is a warrant to us in weighty caſes to ſwear, For what 15 ſwear - 
ing inthe ſum and upſhet of it, but appeoiing to God and the enga- 
ging of ofir credir, and tne aCgventuring of all we have upon the vert» 
ty of what we affirm? Jhe truth is but one. A ſimple affirmation or 
neg*tion 15 the matter of an Oath, I grant that a {imple or naked af- 
firmation and an Oath do a:tier : but in many things they agree, ma: 
gis & mins non variant ſpectew. For God to promiſe only, and for 
him to promiſe with an Oath, as to the thing promiſed both are the 
fame, as to the promiſer both are the ſame, and as to him to whom 
the promiſe 15 made. The truth is but one in both. It the thing be 
falſe or feignee, the Oath cannot make it true or fincere; if it be true 
and real, it is ſo without the Oath. Both ſwearing and not ſwearing 
depend upon the credit and veracity of the ſwearer. 

You will grant that I may and muſt imitate God in ſaying and af- 
firming the truth. And why may I not imitate God in confirming the 
truth ? An Oath is nothing but the higheſt confirmation of truth by 
teſtimony and appeal, You will allow me more than barely to affirm 
or deny; you will allow me to ſay, Verily, Surely, Of a truth, [ 

proteſt, 
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proteſt, and the like; all which are a degree of confirmation, Now 
ſhew any ſubſtantial reaſon why it ſhould be lawful and a duty to con- 
firm the truth in a firſt or ſecond degree, and imply unlawful to con- 
firm it in a third or fourth degrce. 

We will ſuppoſe four degrees of confirming the truth. Suppoſe 
Verily to be one, Verily Verily twice ſaid to be two degrees; | proteſt, 
or I call Heaven and Earth to witneſs to be a confirmation in the third 
degree; and an Oath to be the fourth and utmoſt degree cf all. All 
do grant it lawful to uſe the hiit and the ſecond degree; moſt, if nut 
all, hold it lawful to confirm the truth in thc third, and ſaving a very 
few, all think the fourth degree lawful. 

Now if confirmation in the laſt degree were ſimply finful, then alſo 
the firſt and ſecond and third degree would be ſinful, For, every 
degree of (in, is fin; and if confirmation 1m the lift, ſecond ang third 
degree be lawful, the addition of a fourth degree cannot be: unlawful 
in its own nature. Accidents and adventicious reſpects may make it 
unlawful, but in, and of, it ſelf it is lawful. 

In teſtimony, or witneſs-bearing, the verity of the thing affirm- 
ed or denyecd is the thing which both ſides ſtrive avour, You would 
know if there be ſuch a place, or ſtate, as Hell beyon4 this Life. | 
cell you, ſaith God, that there is. All that you would be ſatisficd of 
is the truth of this point, if indeed there be a Hell, 1 do aſſure you, 
ſaith God, that there is, As verily as I am God there is, I confirm 1; 
to you by all the truth thatis in me, This is the ſum of ſwearing, and 
what 1s there in all this vicious and unwarrantable to imitate ? 

Arg. 2. Ibring this Argument to prove it lawful to ſwear, The 
ſum of all Gods Laws is, Thou ſhalt love the Lord thy Ged with all 
thy heart and ſoul and ſtrength, and thy Neighbour as thy (clf : todo 
zuftly, to love mercy, and to walk humbly with God, Now itis not 
againſt any of all theſe to ſwear, or take an Oath, in weighty caſes, 
Let it be ſhewn wherein I offend againſt God, mine own loul, or my 
Neighbours, by ſwearing ? I do honour God by religiuus ſwearing, 1 
do not in the leaſt detract from his glory, or contema his attributes, 
but I acknowleoge and adore the Name of God; neither dv I wound 
mine own ſoul, or do any harin to my Neighbours. Ir is nv cfience 
to God to confirm the truth by a ſolemn invocation of his Name, and 
appealing to him for the witneſs and contirmation of it. 1 ihall make 
this more plain by the follov/ing Argument. 

Arg. ;. The cuſtome of all Nations cver ſince the \V oild began, 
the 
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the practice of all Gods People and the Church of God to this very 
day doth prove that ſweating is lawful, and of God. | ſhall run 
throvgh the Old and New Teſtamcor, and confine my ſelf to them. 
\We hnd Abram, the Father of the faithful, and the Friend of God, 
ſwearing, Gen, 14. 22, and ſwearing to Avimelech, Gen, 21, 22, 21, 
24. and Abimelech to him : they (ware both of them,v z1. And 
hence 1:15 plain that ſwearingawas in uſe then, 1nd great eſteem was had 
of ir, and it was counted a ſacred ond inviclable thing, becauſe Abime: 
lech and Phicol his chiet Captain ſued unto Abraham for a League or Co. 
venant to be between them by Oath, as'a chief means of ſecurity and 
conhding in one another. Abraham being in great care about a Wife for 
his Son, makes his Servant to ſwear to him, and the Servant did ſwear, 
Gen. 24. 2,3, 4,5, 6,7, 3, 9. By this it appears that Abraham had 
inſtructed his Servants in the right uſe of an Oath, Ger. 18. 19, We 
find godly /ſaak treading in the ſteps of his worthy Father, and at the 
inſtance of Abimelech, with Abuzzath one of his Friends, and Phicol his 
chicf Captain, ſwearing to cach other, with feaſting and gladneſs, Gen. 
26, 26, 27, 28,29, 32, z1, We find godly Jacob treading in the 
ſteps of his worthy Progenitors, vowing a Vow, and binding his Soul 
with the ſacred Cord of an Oath to God, Fora Vow isa promiſſory 
Oath to God, Gen. 28. 29, 21, 22. We find him and his 1dolatrous 
Father-in Law and Unckle Laban making an Oath and Covenant to 
each other, Gen. 31.44, 45, 46, 47, &c. And 7acob ſware by the 
fear of his Father Iſaak, v. 53. And when he came todyc he made 
his Son Joſeph to ſwear to him not to bury him in <£ gype, but to carry 
his Corps into Canaan, Gen. 47. 29, 39, 3l- We nnd godly Joſeph 
treading likewiſe in the ſteps of his worthy Fathers, and taking an 
Oath of his Brethren that they ſhould carry his Bones with them out 
of -Erypr, Gen. 50.24,25. By theſe four Inſtances it appears that 
ſwearing was i uſe both with Idolaters and triie Worlhippers of God 
in the firſt Ages of che World, many hundreds of years before the 
viving of the Law to Agoſes at Mount S'zna:. 

As touching Gods People aſter their palling out of ,£gype, and Clit. 
ring their abode in the Wilderneſs, there is no queſtion to be made 
but that Oaths and ſ.vearing lawful and approved of God were in ute 
amongſt them. For God himſelf, it is not denyed, commanded and 
preſcribed them Oaths; and in ſundry caſes enjoined an Oath for the 
ending of Controverſies. After their paſſage over 7ordan, and bc- 


fore they had conquered any conſiderable part of Canain, Joſhua and 
the 
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the Elders of Iſrael bind themſelves by an Oath to the Gibeonrtes, at 
which the People were angry; but hav:ng lail upoa them a ſolemn 
Oath, they durſt not go back, of. 9. 15, 18,19. And the breach of 
this Oath in King Saw/'s time fome hundreds of years afcer was pu- 
niſhed by God with three years Famine, and the ſlaughter of ſeven of 
Saul's Sons, 2 Sam. 21,1, 2, &c, 6, &:. And beforc this we find a 
ſolemn Oath paſſed between the gov Spices and Rbab for the ſaving 
of her and her Kindred, the being in{tant with them to ſwear for her 
greater ſecurity, and they ſwarec to her, Fof. 2. 12, &c. By this itis 
plain what eſteem was had of Oaths, and in what uſe they were 
then. The two Tribes and an half being ſuſpected of a great Crime 


of revolting from God in building an Altar at Jordan, they clear them- 


Samſon, one of the Lords Worthies, in jeopardy of his Life requiring 
of the Men of Judah an Oath that they would not fall upon him them. 
ſelves, 7adg. 15. 12, We find Joſhua laying a Curſe or Adjuration 
upon the Man that thould build Jericho, Fe. 6. 26. and the exccution 
of this Curſe upon Heel the Bethelwelong aficr, 1 King. 16.34, We 
rcad of David often ſwearing, 1 Sam. 20. z. and molt notable is the 
Oath and Covenant between him and onathan, both for matter and 
manner and ſolemaity, v. 12, &c. v, 16, 17, 42. They renew their 
Covenant, 1 Sam, 23-159. Saul would necds have David ſwear tv 
him, and he (ware to him, 1 Sam. 24 21,22. Another time ſwear- 
ing, or ſomething like it, and chat lawfully, 1 Sam: 26. 16, and ſwear: 
ing to Bathſheba, 1 King. 1.13. and again upoa his Dcath-bed ſwear. 
ing to her, v.29, 3% DÞf. 119. 196. Ihave ſworn and I will perform: it, 
that I will keep thy righteous judgments. And PJ.132.2, 3,4, 5- He 
ſware unto the Lord and vowed unto the mighty God of Jacob, Sure- 
ly, I will not come into mine Houſe, $&c. Solomon 19 his Prayer to God at 
the Dedication of the Temple prayes, ſaying, !f any 17an rreſpa/s 
againſt bis Neighbour, and an Oath be laid upon him to cauſe him to ſwear, 
and the Oath come before thine Altar in this Horſe ; then hear thou i"! 
Heaven, &Cc. 1 King.d. ;1, 32, 2 Chr.6.22,2;. The poor famiſh- 
ed and half.dead Eoyprean, being in treaty with David tor his Life, 
would needs have David to ſwear to him, 1 Sam. 11, &c. 15. Nets» 
ble is the Oath and Covenant of King A/a and ail the People with 
him, approved by the Lords Prophet, and the Loids Countenance up- 
on tkem, They entred into a Covenant to {ck te Lord Cod of ther 
Fathers with all their heart, and with all their foul, and they ſware 

unto 


' 
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wrto tre Tyrd with x lout woice, and with Oe, ard with Triins- 
pets, and wat!) C: rirets;, and all Tuduit rejoiced of the O.uh, fer they 
baa ſrwrern wit 2! the. peeve, ani fſeught bim _ ter Wh9'e acre, 
and be ws found of them, a'd the Lord gave them rcst round abont, 

re TS. 12, 13,17, 15. This isa moſt clexr Teſtimony for ſwear- 
1g in the hte Cale, [ © Words of good Obvadiah to Eltjai, As the 
Lord thy God liveth, tic ets wo Notion or Kind; m, whither ”my LOYd 


bath net (ent to: Uh thee, and when rey f- ard be is not there , he took 7% 
O 1th af the Nation and Kin dom, 0.4 they know him not, 1 King. 18. 
Io. \V'e read of 7o/:21 and the pevple with him maxing a Covenant 


before the Lord, 2 Chr. 34. 31, 32, This was the ſame for ſubltance 
with that of Aſs forementioncd, The ſame we itave Exzrz 10, 3. 16, 
Nenerrs took an Oath of the people to put away their cxittions, 
Aliſo I ſhook. lj [1 Ps and ſaid, So God jarg as every 1 in from 1s 
Howe, and from | rs labour, that performeth not this promile, cven thus be 
he ſhaken ont 211d emrezed, Nehem. 5.12,1;. All tne Lords PCOp'C ene 
tred into a Curſe, and into an Oath, to walk in Gods Liv. & AN em. 
9. 35, Nchem. 15. 29, 

| forbear to citcany more Old Teſtament proo!s vnder th; 
merit. I fhall come to the New Teſtament. And ti: it we 
bleſled Saviour in the Book of fohx more than twerty timcs uſing the 
words, Jerily I erily. 1 ſhall not contend that theſe are ut. Oath, and 
no Man will dcny but they are a great deal more than a bare or (i 
ple afhrmation. I have before cited Paal in mac y places, either ſv,Care 
ing, 25 moſt think, or very near to ſwearing, as all tink, as wienhe 
faith, /call God for a record upon my Son!, 1s tre rritth of Cirift 15 an me, 
Behela before Ged [lye rz6r. And for the p raCiice of the New 1ettamert 
times it 15 beyond all doubt that ſwearing was in uſe among the jews 
:nd all about them, and accounted lawful. Some take nt to be an 9%- 
juzation when Pr ſaith, [ charre your by the Tori, thie this Epajiie ve 
read unto ail ny holy Brethren, I Theſſ. 4. a7. Bs allo 1 Tim: $27. 
and 2 T im. 4. But moſt expreſly v'c have an holy Angel lifting up 
i hand to Meav en, and ſwearing by him that liveth for evir and ever, 
Rev. 1C« 5, ©. Compared with Dan. 12,7. And for concluſion of: 
this Argument let it be noted what St. Par! or whoever was the Av- 
thor of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 6. 16. ſaith, cn verily ſwear by 
the greater, he ſpears here of (wearing 45 tn « 10! ret No ard common 
uſe, "both then and in all a2cs oi the World - and ke doth nat tax it of: 
any vice or harm, but mentions It as ai allowable practice, no Man 
[) Q 1eftto 1 
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queſtioning it; and ſhewing the End and Inſtitution ofan Oath, tobe 
for confirmation and the ending of ſtrife; and ſo God him{ſclf that he 
might give to his people fulleſt grounds of conſolatien, confirmed his 
Promiſe by an Oath, By all whichit is evident that at ail times and 
1a all places by good and choiceſt Men, ſwearing hath been invuſe, and 
accounted molt ſacred, and the practice thereof in weighty caſes ne. 
ver queſtioned. 

Arg. 4. The Spirit of God in Scripture doth approve of ſwearing, 
as P/. 15- 4. It is one note of a Cit:zen of Heaven, he ſweareth ro 
bis own hurt, and changeth not. PJ. 63. 11. The King ſhall rejoice in 
God, every one that ſweareth by him ſhall gory. fer. 4. 2. Thou ſhale 
ſwear the Lord liveth, mm truth, in judgment, and im righteouſneſs, and the 
Nations ſhall bleſs themſelves in him ,and in hun ſhall they glory. And ſo evie 
dent is the Spirits Teſtimony to the Qaths and ſwearing of the Saints 
formentioned, that it cannot be denyed : As that of Abraham, Iſaack, 
Licob and Joſeph, David in the Book of Pſalms,when he (ware to Sayl, 
and to Batlſhebs, and the Oath between hin and 7onathan, the Oath 
of King Aſs and his People, Ezra, and Nehemiah, and the Angel in 
Kev. all theſe have the ſtamp of the Spirits approbation upon them, 
and nothing of blot or impurity is charged on them, nor can be as to 
the matter of ſwearing, And we are commanded to be followers and 
imicators of the Saints, that is, in good and harmleſs actions, Heb. 6, 
12, An4 Saint Paul ſaith, Thoſe things which je have both learned and 
received, and heard and ſeen in me, do;, and the God of Peace ſhall be with 
you, Phil. 4 9g. And it cannot be gainſaid that Saint Paul's (pecches, 
ſvme of them, are cither Oaths, or ſo near to ſwearing, that it is hard 
to ſay what difference there is between an Oath and them. And the 
{ſtamp of God's approbation is upon them, and they are part of Scrip. 
ture,and commended to the Saints and Churches for laudable and god- 
ly imitation, 

Arg. 5. 1 ſhall offer this Argument 2gainſt Quakeriſm in the mat- 
ter of Oaths, If it be wholly ſtoful to take an Oath, then there is no 
ſuch fin as perjury and being forſworn, But perjury remains a fin to 
this day, and one of the moſt horrid {tas, againſt the light of Nature, 
a moſt Conſcience-waſting fin, 1 Tim. 1.9, 10. The Law is made for 
perjured Perſons. As there is a difference between a limple promiſe, 
or affirmation, Yex and Nay, and an Oath ; ſo there is a difference 
between lying and perjury, Every promiſe or affirmation is not an 
Oath; but every Oath is an affirmation or negation, aſlertory or pro. 

miffory, 
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miſſory, and mores And by analogy every falſe Oat! is alye, but 
cvery lyc is not perjury cra falſe Oath, The Holy Ghoſt doth diſtin- 
guviſh them, Prov. 6.16, 17,18, 19. and 17m. 1.10, Ceteris pa- 
rib, perjury is a grofler fin than ſimple lying. Every Mans Contci« 
ence will aſſent to that. _— 1s accounted a moſt hainovs ſin by a!l 


Mankind, Scripture is full of Inſtances of God's vengeance upon 
perjured Perſons. Seldome do ſuch Perfons go unpuriſhcd in this 
Life, Read Gods terrible Curſe againſt ſuch, Zech. 5. 1,2, x, 4. 
Mal. 3. 5. And God's puniſhment upon the King of Zadab for break- 
ing Oath and Covenant with the King cf Babylon, Exch, 15.13, 15, 
16, 17, 19, 19, &c. compar'd with 2 Xeng. 24.29. And God's pu- 
niſhment upon Jſrae! in King David's time with three years Famine, 
forementioned, for breaking Oath with the Gibeones, it being an 
Oath lying upon all the Nation from Joſhuah's time. King Herod had 
ſuch reverence of an Oath, that rather than break it he would, and 
did, murther John the Bapriſ?. 

I cannot ſee how this Arguinent can be avoiled, For, as if there be 
no truth-ſpeaking, there can be no lying : ſo if there be no oathing or 
ſwearing, there can be no forſwearing, or falſc-ſwearing. Reftun eff 
index ſui & oblique: A crooked Line doth ſuppoſ: and denote that 
there 15 a ſtraight Line, from which the crooked is a GelicHion, or clſc 
it could not be known. Sins nothing but a ſwerving from the Rule, 
or a tranſgreſſion of the Law. Now we are certain that there is ſuch a 
fin as Perjury diſtinct from all other ſins. I would know what Law cr 
Rule Perjury or falſe ſwearing is a breach of > The Ninth Commard- 
ment is, Thor ſhalt not bear falſe Witneſs. And another Command- 
ment i5, Thor ſhalt not forſwear thy ſelf. Theſe are Proiibitions, Now 
every Prohibition is a Law, and every Law is the Law-makers Will 
app-inting and commanding what to be done, and what not tobe 
done: and whetherſoever be named, both are incivied, When the 
Law faith, Thou ihalt not farſwear thy ſelf, there 15 included of ne- 
ceſſity this Precept, Thou ſhalt at all times, when thou ſweareſt, ſwear 
the very truth, He that forbi:deth Drunkenneſs, commandeth $So- 
briety. He that forbiddeth Adultery, commandeth Chaſtity, If 
there be no Vice, there isno Vertue. For Vice is nothing elſe but a 
contrariety to Vertue, as Sin is to Duty, It is true, I grant, that if 
there be no perjury there may yet remain lying. But there is beſides 
lying, ſuch a Sin as perjury, whoſe definition is diverſe from that of 
lying, whoſe malignity and guilt is far more haizous, whoſe puniſh- 
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ment is greater, and every Mans Conſciceuce that is not quite void of 
feeling doth dread perjury far more, 

This ſhall ſuffice for poſitive proof, I ſhall make the Point more 
clear by invalidating the contrary proofs and reaſons as I find them 
fargely ſet down ina pompous Treatiſe of Oaths, ſubſcribed by 1, 
principal Quakers, and compoſed by W:il/tum I's and Richard Re. 
c:4ardſen, preſented to the Ring and Parliament, ard Printed 1675, 
L {hill not think my ſelf bound to auſwer to every word there ſaia, 
1101 to tranſcribe their words and arguments at large. 1fhail do their 
Cauſe rizht, and not conceal] one jot that | gnow 1s voi any force againſt 
eatt-taking and ſwearing. This Trcatiſe conſiſts of ton diftirit Rea- 
fons, and abundance of Citations and Allegations out of ancicnt and 
1odern Writers of all ſorts, for wiicn 1eaton | count 17 a poinpous 
Treatiſe, as being ſet of} with a great may natics, and making a fair 
t!>uriſh, I muſt acquaint the Reacer that thee are many Fathers 
cited in that Treatiſe of great name and cnuncncy in the Church of 
God, whoſe learning and holineſs no:ce oth queſtion; but whether 
ihe Citations be truvc or not I am rot avie to Cxzmine, wanting the 
A.zthors themſelves, and not able to furt.i.u ny felf with them. And 
| am loth to overload this ſmall defence of Oaths, being under nc 
ceſſity to be az brief asI can; and i: 1, <cripture and Reaſon which 
doth moſt wcigh with mc, and the {:.4 weapons of defence that 1 
have : and thereforc ſaving all due reve:roce to all ſuch names as bc 
cf note and eminency in that Treatiſc, | [hail ſay nothing to the Argu- 
ment from Authority, though as ſmall 2s my reading is, and as poor 
as my Library is, and it is the leaſt and loweſt of all Mr. Baxter's 
three ſorts ſct down in his Chriſtian Direftory, I could make a ſhift to 
furniſh ſome Pages with Authorities and Citations, both out of Chri- 
ſtian and Pagan Writers, in defence of Oaths and ſwearing, in ſuch 
caſes a5 nath been accuſtomed by the People of God in all Ages of the 
World, But the ſubſtance and {inews of the Beok lics within the 
ten Reaſons againſt oath-taking. One cf the tea Reaſens is only 
againſt the particular form of ſwearing uſed by 1s in Fnzland, I will 
farbear io ſpeak of that, Of all the other nire Reatons there is but 
one that is of any weight; but what wi!! make againſt ſwearing at 
any time as well as twearing vncerthe Go. Fo, 

Their brſt Reaſon againſt Oaths is frum tie cave and ercvnds of 
Oaths, which, ſay they, is per fidiouſneſs, UGiliiuit, ard folſt,ud ; theſe 
brought in ſwearing. Theſe being gone 11:cre will reed no Oaths, 

Ce fſane 


, 
} 


(21 | 

Cefſante ratione legrs, ceſſat lex: They preſume, that none will deny, 
and take it for granted that ſwearing came in, and therefore ought 
to go out, with perfdiouſneſs, The Quakers}declare that they hate, 
lying as much as perjury, and can no more tell an uatruth, than for- 


| ſwear themſelves, Treatiſe of Oaths, p. 11, 12,13. 


For Anſwer to this, Either this Reaſon utterly makes againſt the 
Quakers acnyal of Oaths, or elſe it utterly makes againſt all the 
Oaths that ever have been in the World, both by God and Man, It 
the Reaſons of an Oath be perpetual, ſince the fall, as much now as 
ever, then we may rctort their own words upon them, the reaſon of 


! ſwearing being permanent and continuing, the Law for ſwearing is 


ſtill in force, Whatſcever was a juſt ground and reaſon of ſwearing, 


; the ſame 1$ at this day. An Oath ever was, and ſo remains for confir- 


mation, and among Men ſerves for the cnding of all ſtrife. This rca- 
ſon of an Oath 1s ſt1}] on foot : if it was lawful to ſwear ancicntly up- 
on theſe grounds, why not now ? 

Why did God himſelf ſwear to ]cſus Chriſt, to Noah and all the 
World never to deſtroy it by Water again; to Abraham, to David, 
to S2ints and Sinners up and down the Scripture 2 Why did all the 
forcmentioned godly Perſons in the Old Teſtament, and Pau! and the 
holy Angel ſwear in the New ? Was perfidiouſneſs, and diſtrult, the 


. cauſe? Entherit was a juſt ground of ſwearing or not: if it was, then 


there being the like diſtruſt in the World as was then, ſwearing is as 
lawful now as then: if it was not a juſt cauſe, then God himſelt and 
the holy Angel and all the choiceſt Saints 1 Scripture did evilin ſwear- 
ing and bringing in Oaths cauſcicſly, 

Their ſccond Reaſon 15 muchwhat the ſame with this, and partly 


\ leansuponit. We darc not ſwear, fay the Quakers, becauſe we dare 


- we} 4. 


notlye, Forus to ſwearis to d9 a ncediels thing, or to ſuſpect our 
own honeſty, The former is totake Gucs Name in vain, the later is 
to diſtruſt our ſelves, which we have no reaſorl to do, Should we 


| ſwear we ſhould ſubject the ruth to Mens humours, and no diftc- 
| rence would appear between rorefly and pertidiouſneſs,. p 1 3, 14. 


May Ivot in Anſwer hereto a« the Qiiasers, Ace you boler than 
God? arc YOU More 79 be truſt; | thantie Lord? O-. are you more 


| doneſt than Avray in 414 Jarck, and Jacop, and 7o/e9n? are you 


more periect thav 4 nd Jonathan, 21d the chuicett Saints of God 
11 Scripture? L ©. "13 your Rc uſon charge cither God or you 
moſt Cooply 2? Yuu t. , Vou care not ſwear, becauſe you Gare nut !ye., 
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Might not God ſay this much more than you ? Might not all the holy 
Men in Scripture, foremcntioncd, ſay it as well as you? Either we 
muſt charge you with great pride in thinking to be more holy and pure 
than God himſelf, to ſay nothing of his primeſt Saints in this World : 
or we muſt ſay that this your Reaſon againſt Oathc is miſt vain and im. 
pious, and a charging of God with doing a necdleſs thing, and ſuſpect- 
ing himſelf of fallhood. Rather I ſhould think the contrary to your 
reaſoning to be moſt ſound and proper. We cannot lye, and there- 
fore we cannot pothibly forſwear. Such as cannot lye are the fitteſt 
and meeteſt Perſons to ſwear, of all other. A Lyar will hardly be be- 
lieved upon his Oath, An honeſt Mans word is more to be truſted 
than the Oath of a fraudulent perhdious and ſelf-ſecking Knave, If 
an honeſt Man declare a thing ex anime, his bare aftirmation carries 
ercat credit With it : but if he ſhall confirm it by Oath, who doubts it 
then? This Reaſon doth much rcflet upon God, and accuſeth him 
cithcr of doing a needleſs thing in all the Oaths Recorded of God in 
Scripture, or of ſuſpeCting himſelf of iniquity and deceit: alſo it 
chargeth all his Saints forementioned, whole honeſty and picty may 
well compare with the Qnakers. 

Their third Reaſon againſt ſwearing is, they fear, leſt by comply- 
ing we ſhould be guilty of Rebellion againſt the diſcoveries God 
hath made to our Souls of his ancicot way of truth, and conſcquent- 
ly of concealing his goodneſs ro us. We ſhould deprive God of his 
glory, and the World of great benctit, ſhould we comply with Oaths, 
God only hath begot this conſcicntiouſnels 1n us, and we dare not put 
this Light under a Buſhel, p. 15. 

Still this Reaſon alſo reflecteth upon God, and accuſetk God to him- 
ſelf by his Laws and Practice, and by the Practice of all his Saints and 
Churches approving ſwearing ; and the Qi1akers make it part of their 
conſcientiouſneſs to be apainſt all ſwearing, and ſay that God hath 
begotten this tenderneſs in them, But by this we know that the Light 
you pretend tois Darkneſs, and the things which you cntitic God to 
are your errours, and the ancicnt way of truth is for Oaths and ſwear- 
ing. Your Light and Conſcience agrce:h not with the Practice of 
God himſclf, his holy Angels, his choiceſt Saints, and all his Churches 
both old and new, Ceaſe to Father your crrours upon (God, and call 
not blindneſs and miſtake, right conſcientiouſne's , for God owneth 
none ſuch, Weknow you are miſtaken. 


Their fourth Reaſon is, That the preſent Age is exceedingly de- 
bauched, 
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? bavched, Oaths have loſt their ancient force, We would prove to 
' fofalſe an Age that there is a People who are ſo far from vain and falſe 
ſwearing, that they dare not ſwear the truth, but their Tea and Nay 
ſhall out-weigh other Mens Oaths, and that with a free offer of ſu- 
| ſtaining double puniſhment, in caſe of miſcarriage. This only Rea- 
fon, ſay they, were we deſtitute of all other allegations would be a 
ſtrong diſſiwaſive from ſwearing, p. 15, 16. 
You do well to have good conceits of your ſelves, and cenſure 
others. Itis the Hypocrites mark to eſpye a Mote in anothers Eye, 
' andnot perceive a Beam in his own. But why have Oaths loſt their 
ancient force ? Are there no honeſt People in all the World but Qua. 
kers ? If there be any, why may not an Oath have an awe upon them ? 
but if none be honeſt but Quakers, why may not an Oath have an 
. awful influence upon you ? You grant that at the firſt inſtitution 
Oaths had a great awe upon Mens Conſciences: If then Mens Con- 
ſciences, yours,or others. be good and tender, by your own conceili. 
ons ſwearing cannot but have a mighty awe upon you and them. But 
you are ſo far from vain and falſe-ſwearing, that you dare not ſwear 
truth; and this you account your praiſe and perfection above all others. 
But why then did God ſwear? why did he command ſwearing of old? 
why did his Angels ſwear,and his holie{t Saints?If you condema us, will 
. you alſo ſay that all theſe were debauched, anJ had no reverence of 
an Oath ? Becauſe there is great exceſs in Meat and Drink, will you 
therefore, to cure the Malady of the times, have all People utterly to 
forbear all eating and drinking ? Becauſe there is great excels in Ap- 
pare], will you have usall to go naked? But this is an old trick of 
Satan's to cry down God's Holineſs and Rules, as not holy and 
| Rrait enough: and to invent a holineſs and ſtrictneſs of our own, 
ſcemingly, ſtriter than Gods; when indeed it is but the invention of 
pride and a fieſhly mind, and a device of Satan transforming him- 
; ſelf into an Angel of Light, under pretence of zeal and holineſs,bring- 
' ing in ſenſuality and ſelf-exalting, Monkiſh Righteouſneſs, We de- 
' fire all People to take warning by your falls, You are far gone which 
\ Write at this rate. 
Their fifth Reaſon is from God's Omnipreſence. This, they ſay, 
F rightly underſtood, makes againſt ſwearing, p. 16. 
Had you faid againſt vain and falſe.ſweariog, it had been a good 
| Argument. Bur this Reaſon doth equally hold againſt all ſwearing at 


any time, and ſv you run into all the forementioned evils, - 
charge 
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charge God himſe!f, ts Saints, his Angels, all the f:movs recorded 
Oaths in Scripture, God was always omnipreſent, and this is one 


Reaſon for {weartr7: for herenvy we appeal to God as preſe::t and 
ſeeing our hearts an | kiiowing all our ſecrets, 

Their {i=th Re3fon 35 ;I'0l Oaths is, Tha: God do'n not concurr in 
O1ths; if the footer lwear faiily God goth not convince others by 
his YENETCUNNICE URONA he: P. re DaItly: and 1t he ſcar truly God 
doth net by nv azd 09 *112 part or any conn:enance, Iuc a 5: IC party 


for biz true Telimony Ceſervcti, manifelt any Ueng of tie Oath, 
Jent ſign, fay Ys that God approvecth not of any ſuck Oaths 

toc ps —4 Dow 
By ts 1! i ould ſeem ou grant, that if God did apparently give 
blcſing to upright ſwearmg, and revenge perjury, at Icaſt wiſe fo as 
to convince others, that then Oaths were lawful. Certainly God is 
the revenger of ail tn, and the rewarder of all upnghineſs, Will you 
reach God how to reward and puniſh? Muſt it be an Argument 
aoainſt (wearing, becauſe God doth not preſently and forthwith ſmite 
every perjured perſon with ſudden death, or ſome eminent and con- 
{picuous judgment as he did Anan.us and Sapphire? or that he doth 
not accept and approve upright ſwearing, becauſe tc doth not make 
the ſame evident to our eyes and ſenſcs by ſignal manifeſtations? 
What is become of your great Principle of the Light within, which, 
you ſay, convinceth of all {in and duty e Suppoſe a perjured perſon 
proſper in this World, and ſuch as ſwear truly proſper not outward- 
ly; will you therefore inferr that perjury 1s good, and godly upright 
ſwearing rejected of God? \Ve arc to believe more than we yet ſce, 
And we are ſure and certain that God will revenge all falſe Oaths, and 
reward all ſuch as ſwear uprightly. This 1s certain as if we ſaw it, 
Faith is the evidence of things not ſeen, I may retort this Argument 
upon your ſelves, thus, Swearing muſt needs be 1awful, becauſe God 
hath never to this day ſuffer d perjury to go unrev m_— ner truc and 
upright ſwearing to go unrewarded, Read Zech. 5. 1,2, 3, 4. Zen. 
So $£0, 17. AM 3.8. = Is.4. PE 63-11. Pro 6, 16, 17, 1D, 19» 
Pro. 19. 5, 9+» Pro. 21.28. If fin ve the greatcit of evils, then it is its 
'n great puniſhment ; and conſcquently, ſhould God forbear to pu- 
n1:h a DC Jured perſon in this Life farther than by his fin, and ti;c ſear- 
cineſs, guilt, and remorſe of hi; Conſcience, he would nave little 
caulc t9 boaſt, or thins himſelf to have ceſcspci all puniſhment, Sin 
2nd guilt now Iving upon the Conſcience, and Hell aſter all, what 
think 
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think you by this puniſi1ment ? And on the other ſide, on the behalf 
of the upright ſwearcr 151t no reward to have a good Conſcience, to 
be innocent, to have truth in the inward parts known to God, though 
others do not ? A good Conſcience now, and Heaven after all, is the 
reward of all ſuch as ſwear in uprightneſs, If God revenge all Per 
jury, he will be ſure to bleſs al] upright ſwearing, Deny it if you can, 
and do your beſt to evade this Argument. Go to any forſworn Per- 
ſon in all the World, and ask himif he do not repent him of his Sin, 
and have not ſomething of God's condemning ſentence already upon 
his Soul, and is convicted by his own Conſcience, and would fain get 
looſe from his Conſcience if he could. Is not this a proof that God 
is the deteſter and revenger of all perjury? IF it be not to others, 
doubtleſs itis to him, and an unanſwerable Argument for Oati1s; for 
by this, as by a Seal or palpable Teſtimony and moſt convincing to 
the Conſcience, God doth give witneſs for himſelf that he cannot cn 
durc falſe Oaths; and if he cannot cndure falſe Oaths, will it not fol- 
low that he highly loveth truc Oaths, and will never fail to bleſs all 
ſuch ? Five Sins, ſaith a godly Divine of our own, do very rarcly go 
unpuniſhed during this Life, but ſooner or later God's vengeance doth 
overtake them; Murder, perſecuting God's People, Sacriledge, Per- 
jury, and Rebellion againſt Parents, If we had no Scripture, there 
isagreat deal in the Providence of God, and in the Conſciences of 
all the World, to prove the lawfulneſs of an Oath and ſwcaring, and 
the greatneſs of the ſin of Pcrjury, and the vengeance which hangs 
over all forſworn Perſons, your own Reaſons and Arguments arc 
Truth's beſt Weapons againſt your ſelf and your Cauſe, 

Their ſeventh Reaſon againſt Oaths is, That it is a preſumptuous 
tempting of God to ſummon him as a Witneſs, not only to our 
barren, but trivial buſineſſes, too low for an earthly Prince to attend. 
p. 17, It is vain and inſolent to think that a Man when he pleaſeth can 
make the great God a Witneſs or a Judge in any matter, to appear 
by ſome ſignal approbation in judgment, to help or forſake him, as the 
truth or falſeneſs of his Oath requires, when he ſaith, So help me God. 

Anſw. We reject all vain and uſcleſs, as well as falſe, Ozths, We 
defend no Oaths, but ſuch as be neceſſary and weighty, ſuch as God 
by Scripture-Laws anciently allowed and preſcribed, ſuch as the 
choiceſt Saints in Scripture have practiſed, and in conſimilar weighty 
caſes having like Reaſons. God is preſent and wiineſs to all we 2itinls 
and ſay and do; and we cannot TO would exclude or _—_— him 
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from being the ſupreme Judge and Witneſs of all our wayes. When 
we ſwear, we do not ſummon in God for a witneſs. We do invoke 
his Name, :n4 atte? his truth and preſence, and appeal to his all.ſee- 
ins and moſt righteous Eye. If this be to ſummon God asa witneſs, 
we vield it, and defend it to be lawful and godly, and far from temp- 
ting God. or doing altront t9 his Highneſs, For we doit with religt- 
0115 regulated fear, Feel. 9, 2, This Reaſon makes as much againſt 
"wearing before Chrilt's time as fince, and both alike. When we 
"iv, So help me Cod, we do nottye or limit God to appear by any 
)gnal appear: nce in judgment for manifeſtation of the Oath whether 
true or tale; if true, forthwith to reward it; if falſe, to revenge it by 
ſome new and uncouth way. Conſcience under God 1s Gods great 
Witneſs, Judge, Rewarder, and Tormentor. Tie greateſt rewards 
and punithments are reſerved to another Worid, Chriſtians know 
ang believe this, God 1s free to reward or punith as he ſees meet : 
but 1t cannot be, that for every Sin God ſhould preſently ſmite the Sin- 
ner, no nor for every groſs Sin, with preſent death, or ſome ſuch great 
puniſhment. He might if he would, Woedeſerveit. But his wiſ- 
dome and ciemency will not, and ſhould it be, the World would ſoon 
beatanend, many of thoſe that now be in Heaven would have been 
in Hell, and much of Gods glory would have been obſcured. Itis 
fufficient that all, ſooner or later, ſhall have according to their doings, 
and that ſome be made Examples for warning to the reſt; and that 
God do ſometimes go out of his common and ordinary Road in more 
conſpicuous and ſtrange and extraordinary mercies and judgments, 
rewards and pumſhments, for the better guard and ſecurity of his 
Laws, the preventing of ſin, the awakening and ſtartling of the dull 
and {Ivggiſh and ſecure, the preſervation of his ordinary works in 
clteem, the encouragement of the Saints, and the admiration agd 
praiſe of his glorious and dreaciful name, by all and in all. 

The cighth Reaſon is not againſt ſwearing it ſelf, but againſt our 
rorm and cuſtome of ſwearing, by a Book, laying on of the hand, 
&ifſing it, e*c. p. 18, This 1 ſhall paſs» by. 

The niath Reaſon is the only ſeeming weighty Reaſon. Were the 
Oath the molt inoffenſively form'd, we have both the Example and 
Precept of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt againſt ſwearing, ne- 
ver that we read of ufing any further aſſever1tion than what in Engliſh 
«mounts to Jerzy, T erily; truly truly, Mat. 5. 33, 314, 33, 30, 37. 
P37. 19, Chriſt, ſay the Quakers, gave forth more cxccllent Pre- 
cept9 


[27 
cepts than thoſe nnderthe Law, and that the Jews were permits. 
ted ſwearing in the ſame ſenſe as they were permitted divorce, for 
the hardneſs of their hearts, and that Chriſt took away the liberty of 
divorce ſaving in caſe of Fornication ; but did utterly take away all 
ſwearing, becauſe it was of evil, And they cite Biſhop Sanderſon de 
Juram, Þ. 141, That it was not needful that Chril ſhould forbia wha: 
was forbidden in it ſelf, or was always unlawful ; which vain ſwear. 
ing was, and is, by the third Commandment, p. 1, 25. 

Chrift,ſay they,makes thoſe Oaths unlawful now which were lawful 
uncer the Law,and expounds himſelf, at. 23. And they alledge Jaw. 
5- as concurrent herewith, p, 21, 22. But their main Reaſon againſt all 
ſwearing, they ſay, is from thoſe words of Chriſt, Lee your yea, br yes ; 
and your nay, nay ;, for whatſoever is more than theſe comerh of evil, p. 23. 
Whence they infer that every Oath being more than yea, and nay, co- 
mcth of evil. ; 

Yea, and nay, ſay they, cannot be intended of juſt the ſame words, 
and no more, nor no other; provided they are not of a higher ſtrain, 
but of the ſame degree of ſpecch, importing a plain aſrtion or deny- 
al of a thing. p. 24. Say they, ſuch is the advance from 2/oſcs ta 
Chriſt, Few to Chriſtian, that as the Chriſtian needs not the Jews curb, 
ſo his lye is greater than the Jews perjury ; becauſe his yea and ay 
ought to be of more value than the Jews Oath. Andp. 11, God dif- 
penſed with ſwearing by his Name to his People of //-ae/, that he 
might take them off from ſwearing by falſe Gods. So tha: ſwearing 1 
only better than Idolatry. And p. 15 i, What God diſpenſed witty 
under the Law he reſolved to remove gender the Goſpel, and to wind 
up things to a higher pitch of cruth and righteouſneſs, from Aultery 
in the aft, to Adultery in the thought; from revenge, to ſulicrance ; 
from true ſwearing to no ſwearing at all. This is their Achslles, ant 
this one Argument containing in it Chriſt's words, and /ames's, whic'? 
ſeemingly forbid all ſwearing, is the only thing of weignt that I xno'7 
can be alledgcd againſt ſwearing. 

For anſwer hercto let us, 1. Suppoſe theſe words nct vi 
and made known, and that the Goſpel had neither Chrift's,nor 7 4774s 5 
words; then ſure Quakers, and all, would allow ati: to vs ta ful, 


*It will then follow, chat to all ſuch as theſe worcs 240 18% rome, nor 
rational means aſlorded for the conveyance of thci:, £0 all {00 14 care 
inz is lawful, 

-, That it is not Chriſt's intent, nor James's, to prove! tf; vets 
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i1g I ſhall evidence by theſe Reaſons. 1. Great caution 15 tobe uſed 
in the expounding of Scripture. God forbid we ſhould wrong any 
honeſt Mans words, and take them in a wrorg ſcnſe + how mi:ch more 
the Word of God and Jeſus Chriſt ? fnce alſo tic dangcris ſo great, 
and a heavy Curſc is pronounced againſt all that ſhall add co, or take 
from, the words of God and Chriſt ſet dov/n in Scripture. Words do 
but expreſs the Speakers mind. Therefore in expounding Scripture 
we are todo our bcſtto ſift out what might be the true meaning of the 
Lord by theſe words. Chriſt ſaith, 7 am the Door of the Sheep, 1 am 
the Vine and my Father is the Husb.md-man ;, we will not taerctore ſay 
that Chriſt is literally a Door,a Vine, Chriſt ſaith in this fifth of Afar. 
If thy right eye offend thee pluck, tt out + if thy right hand offend thee cue 
3t off. Shall we therefore every tune we ottend with our eye and hand, 
pluck our the one and cut off the other ; ſuppoling we could do fo, 
which can be but once ſo done ? Mortine thy luſt, and ſpare thy eye and 
hand, ſave in a caſe of extraordinary and moſt rare neceſſity ſcldome 
or never falling out. So Chriſt might ſay, Swear nor at all, and yet not 
intend the abrogation of all Oaths. He faith elſc-where, Give ro him 
that asketh thee, ani from him that would borrow turn not thou away, Yet 
may | not give toevery one that asketh me: he may ask what I have 
not, he may ask an unreaſonable requeſt : nor am bound to lend to 
all that would borrow, Conſcience and diſcretion forbid it in many 
caſes, Weare therefore not to wreſt our Saviour's meaning. 

2, Thnet which the Quakers take hold of in Chriſt's words as ma- 
king moſt againſt all ſwearing, in my apprehenſion makes moſtly for 
all dve and regular godly ſwearing.--© Let your yea, be yea; and your 
ny, nay, for whatſoever 1s more than theſe, cometh of evil, \Vhence it 
icems plain thar Chriſt doth not condemn any Oath as evil and un- 
lawful, which was not ſo before his ſpeaking of thoſe words ; and that 
te doth not ſo much conſtitute a new Law not in force before, but 
voth expound the old, And yet admitting Chriſt ia this caſe to make 
ro new duty nor conſtitute no new ſin, but to give a true Expolition 
of the Law already extant and in force; yet may Chriſt's Expoſition 
be counted for a Law, though that Law might be in force before. 


| For Chriſt is both God and Man, and he is not a bare Expoſitor of 


theLaw, butaLaw-makeralſo; and the words as coming from his 
Mouth are a Law, though alſo there might be the ſame Law generally 
or expreſly, written in Scripture, or contained in Nature, alrcady and 
long belore on foos in the World, 1 7oh, 2.7, 6, 1 write no new 
;  Commanid- 
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Commandment unto you, but 11 old Commandment which ye had from the 
beginning. Again, a new Commandment / write unto you, Chriſt's 
words may be both an Expoſition and a Law, alſo they may be a new 
Law ; and yet but the Law which was old, and from the beginning, 
new publiſhed by him. And we cannot cenſtrue the meaning of 
Chriſt to be any other without unſuſterable miſchicfs ts follow. 
| 1. If Chriſt forbid all Oaths, as evil, and declare and pronounce all 
Oaths to come from evil; then | do not ſee how he himſelf can eſcape 
being judged of evil. For Chriſt is God, and the Olg Teſtament 
abounds with Oaths of God; and if all Oaths be evil, then God's 
Oaths are; and ſo Chriſt condemns himſelf, and all the Trinity, of 
evil, For, every Perſon in the Trinity is God. We muſt never ad- 
mit that Conſtruction which maketh God himſelf the moſt offending 
Party, who hath both ſworn himſclf frequently, and long before Mo- 
ſes's time taught his Saints and worſhippers the nature, uſe, and con= 
veniency of an Oith; and to this day hath born teſtimony and ap- 
probation to all juſt and upright ſwearing , and deteſted, and reven- 
ged all perjury. 

2. Whodare ſay, or will expound, the Oaths of Abraham, Iſaac, 
Jacob, and L: eph before the Law, to be evil, and come from evil? by 
what Reaſoh, or Law, will they judge them to be evil? There was 
then no written Law, The Law, or Light, of Nature ſanCtified and 
made holy did not then, ncr doth now, judge them to be evil; nor 
doth any godly Man ſo juage. Who wi!l ſay that the Oath of King 
Aſa and his People pertorraced with all their heart, and with great jay, 
God teſtifying his approvation and good liking of it,was evil? 2 Chr. 
I5. 12, 13,14, 15. Theſamel fay of the Oaths of Nehemiah, Ezra, 
and the returned Captives; as alſo the Angel, Dan. 12. and the ex- 
preſs Oath of the Angel, Rev. 10, long after Chriſt's words. Cer- 
tainly he ſhould much wrong Chriſt's words, that ſhould ſay theſe 
Oaths areevil. The ſame alſoI may ſay of the Oath between 7ona- 
than and David; and the Oath mentioned Pſ. 119. and Pf. 132. 
Chriſt without all doubt never meant to condemn all theſe Oaths as 
evil, and ſo to abrogate them. 

3. If we ſhall take Chriſt's words utterly to forbid every thing more 
than yea and nay, and above bare and fimple affirming and deny- 
ing, then Chriſt himſelf is condemned for mentioning: ſo often Yerzly, 
Verily;, and Paul is condemncd for ſaying, [ proteſt, and I call God for 
a record apon my Soul, ang as the truth of Chriſt 3; in me, and many 

more 


(30) 

more ſuch ſpecches before cited. And then allo it is utterly unlawful 
ſo much as to ſay, ſurely, of a truth, truly, and the like, For it is 
cvident that all theſe, the leaſt and loweſt of them, arc more than bare 
yca and nay, or a imple affirming or denyal. If you will have cvery 
thing ſinful which is above [imple yea-ing and nay-ing, then the moſt 
uſual and harmleſs Phraſes being a ſtep cr degree above yea and nay in 
confirmation cannot be uſed : and ſo Quakers theraſcelves will be ſound 
as guilty as any. 

Obj. What needed Chriſt to forvid that winch was forbiaden before, 
and to command that which was commandcd before ? 

Anſw. 1, What was forbidden and what was commanded, or 
what was fin and duty beforc, might not be ſo clearly expreſſed, ſo 
plainly delivered, and prone in ſo many words, and it might 
be requiſite to have the thing plainly expreſicd. | 

2. The Doctrine of Oaths might be much corrupted,and he might 
reform it from all the errours and corrupt traditions of the Scribes and 
Phariſces, and others; and ſo much the Goſpel ſeems to intimate and 
hold forth. 

2, It is no unuſual thing for Scripture to writc and repeat the ſame 
things, commands, dutics, errours, fins, over and over again, 

4. Why may you not by the ſame Reaſon condemn the greateſt 
part of Scripture, and the writing of it ? For was there not lin and du- 
ty in the World before Aoſes's beginning to write the Sciiptures? 
was it therefore uſeleſs to have written Laws and Traditions ? 

5- There might be groſs diſorders and corruptions in Mens Lives 
in the matter of ſwearing, and Chriſt might fcc it good ro expreſs 
himſelf thus againſt ſwearing, to reform the evil Oaths and Cuſtomes 
of ſwearing which might then abound, Vain and prophane ſwear- 
ing is but too common a lin in all places ar al: times. 

6, Chriſt himſelf was the great Light of thc World, the great Pre- 
phet and Teacher ſent from God ;, who was to be Law-giver and Sa 
viour to the World, Superiour to Aſſes and all thac went before him, 
and Maſter and King to all that came after him, the deſire of all Na- 
tions, the Head of the Body his Church, and therefore he mig!:r well 
publiſh Laws with his own Mouth, and Chriſtcn old Duties with his 
new Name, and point all Perfons to himſelf the great Reconciler and 
Peace-maker to the World,. and ſo he might: put a new ſtamp upon 
Duties, adding his Authority as new, bcing only forctold before, bu! 
now exhibited in Fleſh, and Perſonally appearing in the World, to 
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put away Sin, and bring in everlaſting Righteouſneſs, and renew the 
World with the light of the glory of God in the Incarnation, Canver- 
ſation, Doctrine, Miracles, Paſſion, and Reſurrection of Jeſus 
Chriſt, 

7, Never before was there ſuch a Perſon and Teacher in the World. 
Ciwiſt excelled all that went before him, and thereforc with good rea- 
ſon might he renew old Precepts, and partly confirm them, partly cx- 
plain them, partly apply and preſs them, and partly divulge and pub. 
Iiſh them, and grave his own Seal of Authority upon them as molt cmi- 
tent and far excclling all other. For God, who at ſundry times, and 
in divers manners, ſpake in times paſt unto the Fathers by the Pro. 
phets, hath in theſe laſt days ſpoken unto us by his Son, &c. Heb. 
RE” 7 

Obj. But ſiwerring w.ts but athing permitted for hardneſs of heart, as 
was divorce, And Chriſt took_it quite away as 4 piece of 14 and imper- 
feflion not to be tolerated in his Kinodom of perfelter light and purity. 

Anſw. 1, Prove what you ſay, and anſwer all Objections, and 
carry the Cauſe. 2. Divorce came in with Afoſer's Law ; but ſwear- 
ing was in uſe long before, 3. God himſelf is the Pattern of ſwear- 
ing, and hath hallowed it as moſt ſacred by his Example, 4. No ſuch 
Reaſons can be rendred for the adnulling of Oaths and ſwearing, as 
may be for divorce. 5. God was the God of the Jews then, as weil 
as of the Jews and Gentiles now. There was holineſs and uprightneſs 
and true godlineſs in the World before Chriſt appeared in the Fleſh. 
They had the Goſpel as well as we, Heb.4.2. The Goſpel was 
preached to Abraham, Gal. 3.8. And he was counted the Father of 
all them which believe, Rows. 4, 11. And to dojuſtly, love mercy, 
and walk humbly with thy God was ever the duty of Man, 44ic.6, 
$. 6. Compare Old Teſtament-Laws with the new, and the imparity 
will not be found ſo great. Though there was mnch ceremony and ſa- 
crificing and outward ſervice and rites and ordinances and much more 
outward coſt under the Law than now, and more temporal promiſes ; 
and the Goſpel and eternal Life, and ſpiritual priviledges and promi- 
ſes not ſo clear and britht under the Law, as ſince; yet then, and al 
ways, God did prefer Mercy before Sacrifice; and Obedience before 
the fat ob Rams. He was always a lover of holineſs and purity and 
juſtice and temperance and goodneſs and whatfoever was praiſe-wor- 
thy. Thou ſhalt love the Lord thy God with altchy'hearc and ſoul 


and ſtrength, and thy Neighbour as thy ſelf, was God's Law —_ 
on 
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Man was always God's Creature, and intended for the ſervice and 
clory of his Maker, -and framed for Eternity, and bound by the unal. 
rerable Laws of GA in Nature to be holy in all manner of Converſa. 
tion, and to be ſelf-denying and obcdicnt to God in all things; and 
a5 God's Creature to depend wholly upon him, and to be to his entire 
ſervice and praiſe. 7. And compare Old Teſtament Saints and Chri. 
ſtians with thoſe of the new z; and ſaving that great grace was poured 
forth vpon the Apoſtles and firſt Chriſtians and Goſpel.Churches, to 
be for a ſpecimen or pattern to ſucceeding times, and to allure and 
bring in Proſelytes, and ſpread and diſperſe the Chriſtian name and 
glory, and ſhew forth Chriſtianity to the height, and for all the excel. 
tency and eminency of Chriſt's ſpirit in many, and moſt, of the Mar- 
tyrs, there have been as famous and renowned Old Teſtament Chriſti- 
ans as have been ever fince, and they are a great ſhame to us. Abel, 
Noah, Enoch, Abraham, and his Son and Grandſons, Moſes, Aaron, 
7oſhna, David, Job, Ezra, Swmeon, and all the Prophets and Multi. 
tudes both of Men and Womea were burning and ſhining Lights, far 
excelling the common pitch of moſt Chriſtians now adays, I will not 
deny but that there may be ſomething in the ſpirit of Chriſt ſince his 
appearance, reſurreion, and aſcenſion into glory peculiar to the times 
fince, which the Saints of old had not in ſuch peculiarity : the Goſpel 
ſeems to add a ſpecial tinture of Love and a heavenly ſpirit, and mind- 
ing ſpiritual and inviſible everlaſting riches and glory. But we may 
think there was ſomething peculiar to thoſe times and the ſpirit of 
the Goſpel then, which we have not. They were the elder Brother, 
and the Lot of rhe Firſt-born was theirs ; and he conferred an abun- 
dant meaſure of his ſpirit upon many of them. O what a ſpirit of ho- 
lineſs, purity, wiſdome, ſimplicity, and energy was in the Prophets 
and Pen-men of Scripture! What Divinity and Sublimity and Life 
and Spirit runs through all the Veins of the Old Teſtament, eſpecial- 
ly ſome more noble and excellent parts of it! AndI am ſure there 
were no works of Supererogation then, They did not any of them 
g0 above their Rule. Oaths and ſwearing were no part of their im- 
perfetion, nor any ſuch defilements as to be excluded Chriſt's Kiog- 
dom under the Goſpel. | 

- Purity in thoughts and words and looks and geſtures was com- 
manded and practiſed under the Old Teſtament as well as under the 
New. lris not true that Jeſus Chriſt advanced Chriſtian Dottrine from 


not Adultery in the act, to not Adultery in the thought, from revenge 
to 
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to ſuſferance, Forit was truc of old, as well 25 now, « tat Pu! ſaith 
of the Law, Rows. >. The Law is holy and ſrurituat, ang the Com- 
mandrment is holy an} juſt and good, And Fob ys of hi: felf, [mide 
: Covenant with mine eyer, why then ſhould 1 look upon 4 Ffud? 10 my 
heart bath been decerved by a Woman, if my ſtep h1th turued cut of the way, 
and mine heart hath w.lked ater mine eyes, and if any blot h.ith cleaves to 
my hands, Job ,1.1,7, 9. David prayes, Pſ. 119. Turn away nine cyes 
from beholaino vanity, Ard all the Old Teſltameat-Laws do forb:4 fin in 
thought, 7er.4.14. Pſ,119.11 ;, And as for ſultcring wrongs,and carri- 
age towards Enemics, who a morc eminent Pattern, ſaving Chriſt kim- 
ſelf, than David? P/. 35.12,1 3,14. Who morc eminent for mecknels 
thon Afofſes? Numb. 12. What honourable encemiums and praiſes dot! 
the Scripture make of Old Teſtament-Saints? Heb. 11. O what Pat- 
terns of imitation are they tous! Would God we were like them : 
though we are not to imitate them in any of their recorded blots or frail 

ties. But this point of Oaths I never underſtood to be any blot at all 1 

them, Nor is there any thing at all in the Scripture-Text,or in tic Rea. 
ſon and Law of God upon Mans Soul leading us to any ſuch Expuutt. 

on. But the Holy Ghoſt hath plainly given tis approvation thereto, 

anJ right informed reaſon doth readily aſlent to it. 

But this brings me to their laſt Reaſon, which 15; that ſveariug 
is forbidden by the very Nature of Chriſtanity it ſelf, and is unwor- 
thy of him that is the Author of it, p. 24, 25, 26,27. tis, they ſay, 
a ſhameful thing to pretend to be a follower of Chriſt, and yet io far 
todegenerate from the imitation of him, as to need to ſwearing, and 
uſe Oaths and aſſeverations diſpenſed with in weakelt times of know- 
ledge, and never known to ancient Zews and Chriſtians. 

This is anſwered before. This Reaſon chargeth God himſelf, and 
his holiefſt Servants. What ſay you, if God himſclf hath ſworn (6 
often, how comes ſwearing and Chriſtianity to be ſo contrary ? He: 
come holy Angels and choiceſt Saints to ſwear, and how comes tt tv 
paſs that the Author of Chriſtianity, or godlineſs, commanded and 
preſcribed it to his People of old? Was not the Religion cf tl.c Old 
Teſtament through Faith in God, and in the promile4 Afi 2b, able 
to make wiſe unto ſalvation? You cannot deny but that an Oath was 
part of the Religion and Chriſtianity then z <4 if Chriſtianity then 
and now, for ſubſtance, be one and the ſame, it is a ſhameful thingin 
you to charge the Lord himſelf, = his holy Laws, and moſt emi- 

| nent 
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nent Servants, with degeneration and ſhame for authorizing ang 
approving Oatns, 

| ſhail tor a conclgſion manage one Argument for ſwearing from 
the Quakers own Principles. They Go evidently contradict their own 
grcat Principle, which is, that every Man hath a Light within ; which 
Light is the ſupreme Rule, as being more ancient than tie Scriptures. 
That which was the Rule 1n the Patriarchs tune before Aoſes began ty 
write the Scrip: ures, that they would have tobe the Rule; they call 
all to this. Now if tliis muſt be the Rule and Judge of Oaths, then 
clearly ſwearing is lawful and yet in force, and the Quaker is not 
conſiſtent to his own Principles. For, before any Scripture was writ, 
ſycaring was in uſe, and in great eſteem, both by Pagans and Proſe. 
lytes, by good and bad; and never at all controvertcd in thoſe firſt 
\ges. S9 that ldonot ſee how they can reconcile themſeives to them- 
{c:\C5s. 

Alſo they tcll us (Treatiſe of Oaths, p. 9, 1.) ofa time of primi. 
1ve Integrity when truth lowed naturally, and needed no ſuch expe- 
cicnt as an Oath, yea and nay was then enough, But when Men 
vrew corrupt, they diſtruſted each other, and had recourſe to Oaths 
25 a remedy againſt falſeneſs, 

\Ve would {now what time this was when truth flowed ſo natural. 
'y from Men, Pocts tell us of a golden Age wherein truth and juſtice 
and every precious thing among Men did abound. But we know it to 
Bc a meer Fiction of Poets, and no ſuch thing ever was 1n the \Vorld 
tince the fall of Adam, He indeed during his ſtanding in innocency 
was repleat with truch and all graces and vertues: but his ſtanding was 
but a while, there was at this time but one Man and one Woman, 
There was little uſe for Oaths during that ſhort ſpace : and yet I have 
made appear that during their ſtate of innocency the wiſe Creator uſc( 
at jeaſ? an aſſeveration tothem. There was more than yea and nay in 
tanocency. Since the fall of Man, if we may uſe the Poct's words, — 
Terras Aitrc4 relizuit. Thelron Age begun with the fall. Cain mur- 
ders Abel, and the whole World is divided into two great Ranks or 
Seeds ; the Seed of the Woman, and the Secd of the Serpent. Ina 
'Hhort time the World was grown ſo full of fin, that it repented the 
Lord that he had made Man, and it grieved him at the heart, and he 
was conſtrain'd to deſtroy the World by Watcr, And ever ſince all 
manner cf yickeencſs hath been in the world, and prevailed more by 
fas 
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far than honeſty and gedlineſe, Multitudes go in the bro2 | way, but 
few in the ſtrait Path of holineſs, If you know any ſuch Age cfihe 
World when the Pcople and Inhabitants of the World were all ſoun- 
nocent, and wholly given to truth, that they necded no Oaths and 
ſwearing, nor any more than yea and nay, and truth flowed natural. 
ly from them, you mult bring us ſome ſuch Records as yet have not 
been known or heard of in the World. For Scripture tells us no ſuct: 
thing, but rather quite the contrary. What have you more to ſay 
againſt ſwearing and oath-taking? If I knew it, and it were wort 
the while and pains to examine it, or if I could think of any thing ma- 
terial to be objected againſt ſwearing, I ſhould not ſtick to bring i: 
forch, and render the truth yet brighter by anſwering all that can be 
alledgcd againſt it, 

Some perhaps will begin to think that I am a looſe Man who write 
in defence of Oaths, when the Land mourns becauſe of Oaths ; and 
there is more necd to write againſt Perjury and falſe Oaths, and vain 
and prephane and uſeleſs ſwearing, with which too many 1n this pre- 
ſent Age are laden. ButasIam no Friend to any nalawful and falſc 
Oaths, ſo when I can apprehend my ſelf duly callcd to it, I ſhall by 
Gods grace be ready to bear my Teſtimony againſt the Generation of 
wicked ſwearers, who profane the Name of God, and tranſgreſs the 
Rules of right allowable ſwearing. 

There is but one thing more that I can think of necdful to be ad- 
ded to this defence of Oaths, and that is in what caſcs it may be law- 
ful to (wear. But this is too large a Field to go over. Conſult the 
Scriptures, and obſcrve in what points and caſes the People of God 
have uſed to ſwear ; and in what caſes the Lord of old preſcribed to 
his People the uſe of an Oath for ending of ſtrife-matters, The mat- 
ter ſworn muſt be lawful, you muſt underſtand what you ſwear, you 
muſt mean as you ſpeak, and abhor all deceit, ſecret meanings, and 
mental reſcrvations and under-hand conſtructions, and ſwear as if the 
heart-ſearching God ſtood before your Eyes, or as if you were to dic 
with the Oath in your hand, and ſtood before Gods Judgment Seat. 
Swear nothing which you would 'not ſwear if any impartial and right 
underſtanding godly Perſon,one or more ſtood by,and ſhould look you 
in the Facc, and ſay, Fricnd take heed what you do. Remember that 
the great and principal Oath of all is the Oath of Allegiance to the 


King of Heaven. By Baptiſm you enter into the Lords Oath or Co- 
2 venanr, 


Re 
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venant, and Lecome vowed and devoted to God ; ard if you keep 
not this ſincercly you are no leſs than forſworn, and will ſurely periſh. 
Baptiſm is no: a Cefemony or Complement, but a binding ſacred 
Vew: this V.w 15 renewed at the Lords Supper : all profcihung Chri- 
ſtians £rc under this Vow, and engaged in Covenant to the Lord ; 
and thence Bypt:iſm and ths Lords Supper are called Sacraments, <l- 
i{uding to.the £acrramentum militare. Chriſtianity is [9 far [ron betvg 
agaiuit Oaths an4 t..caring, that no Man can be counted a Chriltian 
extcrnally, that is not exterrally devoted and ſworn to Gou and Chiifl 
and the Holy Gholt by Chriitian Profeſſion : and no Man can Le a 1in- 


cere Chriſtian that 15 not ſincerely vowed and Covenanted to God, . 


againſt the \Vorl), the Fleſh and the Devil. So that all Hypocr:itcs, 
and unſound Chinittians, and meer worldly Profcffors are no better 
than perjured and forſworn : and this is the higheſt, and greateſt, and 


moſt damning Perjury : all that profeſs Chriſtianity and are not ſin- 


cere, are falſe to their Profeſhhon, And their very Profeſſion doth 
contain, vertuaily and in eſlence, an Oath or Covepant to be the 
Lords, and the ſeriouſeft and moſt ſolemn and binding Covenant that 
can be in this World; Read Dewt. 29. 10, 11,12,13, 14,15, Cc, 
All other Oaths, V ows, Engagements,and Covenants of what nature ſo- 
ever, publick, private, civil,eccleſiaftical ; aſſerrory,promiſlory,among 
Chriſtians are all ſubordinate to this great and principal Vow or Co- 
venant, andare all vertually contained in it: this is the Life of all, 
This is all particular and lefſer Vows, Oaths, and Covenants in one, 
as that which conſtitutes us Chriſtians before God, and is the bot» 
tome and baſis of all ſaving religion, truth, ana uprightneſs towards 
God and Man; and which being right and ſincere, giveth right to 
evcrlaſting glory, and is our greateſt mercy and bleſlirg in this World, 
next to Heaven it ſelf, If any one ſhall impugn the lawſulneſs of an 
Oath and ſwearing, let him know that he doth but blindly and igno. 
rantly ſet himſelf to undermine Chriſtianity and the ſaving Religion of 
Jeſus Chriſt. For, what is an Oath but the greateſt Teſtimony that 
Man can bear to any thing he affirms or denies, or promiſeth to do or 
forbear? It is nothing elſe but the higheſt and ſtrongeſt aſſurance that 
can be given of the truth in Caſes of Teſtimony, depending upon the 
credit and veracity of him that ſwears, Now, are not all Mea bound 
thus to aſſure, devote, and make over themſelves unto God ? What 
is a Chriſtian but ene that is devoted and conſecrated to God _— 
y 
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tually? All che cſſcatials of an Oath arc con:ained in r5- 
a Covenant, I grant this Covenant may be done more #c- 
, and expreily : but it is an Oath or Covenant when it contain- 
tl efſentials. As whea l ſay, 1 profeſs my ſelf a Chriſtian and Ser. 

t of God the Father,Son and Holy Ghoſt,againſt Satan, the World, 
and Sin; and renouncing all things inconſiſtent with true faith and he. * 
lineſs and the hope of cternal glory, | betake me to the only true Gad 
1n Jeſus Chriſt as my Portion according to his holy Will and Laws 
ſincerely for cver. This is an Oath or Covenant to God, and ſo cal- 
led frequently in Scripture, it being eſſentially the higheſt engage- 
ment that a Soul can make of it ſelf ro God, and is only wanting in 
ſome leſter matters to denominate it moſt ſolemn and explicite ſwear- 
ing or vowing to God. | 

I forgot to make ſpecial obſervation of one thing before, and that 
was, that in ſeveral Scriptures of the Gld Teſtament there are Promi- 
ſes or Prophecies of Qaths to be under the Goſpel, relating to the 
Ages after Chriſt, as that every Knee ſhall bow, and every Tongue 
ſhall ſwear and confeſs to Chriſt; all which are exactly fulfilled, ir 
being made apparent that ſo many ſincere Chriſtians as there have 
been, and are and ſhall be, in the World, there are ſo many covenanted 
devoted and ſworn fincere Servants to God, 

All therefore that name the Name of Chriſt, and do not depart from 
iniquity, muſt wear upon them the Brand of Perjury, Let Quakers be 
warned to repent them of all their abuſive Doctrine againſt Oaths, 
and Fathering their errours upon God. Let them not think, that when 
they ſuffer for refuſing lawful Oaths cuftomably taken by godly Minds 
and pure informed Conſciences, they ſuffer in righteouſneſs, except 
they will call that righteouſneſs whic!i is cauſed by errour and blind 
miſtaken zeal. 1do frommy heart pity them, and delire no rigour 
may be done to them in the leaſt ; and that ſo far as it may conſiſt 
with the intereſt of Chriſtianity, the peace of the Church, and the 
publick weal of the Nation, all clemency and toleration be ſhewed 
them in the matter of Oaths; and, if it can be, that ſome expedient 
may be found out for their caſc in this Point, to ſuch eſpecially as do 
erre ignorantly and well meaniagly. The Lord ſhew compatſion to 
theſe poor blind Souls. Forbear, ye ſimple Souls, to kick againſt 
the Pricks, Draw nigh to God, and to his Word, and to his faith- 
ful Miniſters; and Gvd will draw nigh to you. a 
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[ had thought to have added a Defence of our Form and \ 
of ſwearing uſed in England, by laying the hand upon he 
and kiſling it, and ſaying, So help me God. But upon further 
ſrderation | determined to let that paſs. Whoever hath a n, 
may ſee it fully and accurately argued and defended, by Mr. Baxte, 
in his Chriftian Direfory, p. 416. Indeed I had thought to have 
craved leave of him to have tranſcribed it out of his Book, and an- 
nexcd it to this Defence of Oaths and ſwearing, that ic might be in 
more hands, and of more gencral uſe. But without his leave 1 would 
not doit. | have made this Tract longer than I would, though. a 
ercat deal 15 left out that might have been added; becauſe I would 
not burdcn the Reader, and lengthen Controverhies. 


